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- The MAILING DATE of this communication app ars on th cover she t with th correspondenc address- 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time nnay be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )M Responsive to communication(s) filed on 08 December 2003 . 
2a)\3 This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for fomnal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) \3 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-20 is/are reiected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)\3 accepted or b)n objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a)- 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or fomn PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)n All b)n Some * c)\3 None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) D Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449 or PTO/SB/08) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademarit Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 1 0 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, 
and the fee set forth in 37 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the 
previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. 
Applicants' submission filed on December 08, 2003. 

2. This action is in response to the amendment and response filed 
concurrently with the request for continued examination. 

3. Per Applicant's request, claims 1, 7, and 14 have been amended. Claims 
1-20 remain pending. 

Response to Argument(s) 

5. Applicant's arguments filed June 24, 2003 have been fially considered but 
they are not persuasive. The rejection of claims 1-5, 7-11, 13-18 and 20 under 
35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Eide and the rejection of claims 6, 12 
and 19 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being impatentable over Eide in view of 
Intemet Engineering Task Force are herein maintained and reproduced 
hereinafter for Applicant's inconvenience. Following is the examiner's 
response to Applicant's arguments. 

With respect to claim 1, Applicant has at^ed the following: 

The mapping table associates xinique device identifiers with corresponding 
addresses pointing to device drivers specific to each device. The mapping table efficiently 
covples every individiaal device identifier present in the system to the eveiy corresponding 
driver address per device. It is not limited to coupling one device location to one device 
driver type as is Eide. 
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In nesponse, the examiner notes that Eide's mapping table does not only 
limit the coupling of device location to device type. As can be seen in Figure 2, 
Eide's table also shows, in addition to the above coupling, the mapping of the 
resource to hardware device, location identifier and device identifier. And this 
mapping is being done for every resource and every device in the system. 

Qaim 1 is thus anticipated by Eide. 

With respect to claims 2-5, Applicant has ai^ed that Eide does not 
anticipate these claims for at least the same reasons advanced with respect to 
claim 1, In response, the examiner notes that since claims 2-5 depend from 
claim 1, the same reasoning discussed in conjunction with claim 1 also applies 
to these claims. 

With respect to claims 7 and 14, Applicant has argued that Eide does not 
anticipate these claims for at least the same reasons advanced with respect to 
claim 1. In response, the examiner notes that since claims 7 and 14 recite the 
same features of claim 1, the same reasoning discussed in conjunction with 
claim 1 also applies to these claims. 

With respect to claims 8-11 and 13, Applicant has argued that Eide does 
not anticipate these claims for at least the same reasons advanced with respect 
to claim 7. In response, the examiner notes that since claims 8-11 and 13 
depend from claim 7, the same reasoning discussed in conjunction with claim 7 
also applies to these claims. 

With respect to claims 15-18 and 20, Applicant has argued that Eide 
does not anticipate these claims for at least the same reasons advanced with 
respect to claim 14. In response, the examiner notes that since claims 15-18 
and 20 depend from claim 14, the same reasoning discussed in conjunction 
with claim 14 also applies to these claims. 

With respect to claims 6, 12 and 19, Applicant has ar^ed the following: 
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For the same reasons set forth above in regard to Eide in view of the 
response to the 35 U.S.C § 102 rejection. Applicant asserts that the cited references 
fail to teach, suggest, or render obviovis Applicant's invention as claimed in claims 6, 
12, and 19. 

Claim 6 is dependent upon independent claim 1. Thus, for at least the same 
reasons advanced above with respect to independent claim 1, Applicant respectfully 
submits that Eide and Task Force, taken alone or in combination, do not render this 
dependent claim obvious. 

Claim 12 is dependent upon independent claim 7. Thus, for at least the same 
reasons advanced above with respea to independent claim 7, Applicant respectfully 
submits that Eide and Task Force, taken alone or in combination, do not render this 
dependent claim obvious. 

Claim 19 is dependent i^on independent claim 14. Thus, for at least the 
same reasons advanced above with respect to independent claim 14, Applicant 
respectfully 

submits that Eide and Task Force, taken alone or in combination, do not render this 
dependent claim obvious. 

Thus, Eide and Task Force do not teach, suggest, or render obvious 
Applicant's invention as claimed in pending claims 6, 12, and 19. Applicant 
respectfully requests withdrawal of the 35 U.S.C 103(a) rejection of claims 6, 12, and 
19. 

In response, the examiner notes that AppUcant has not discussed why 
the features recited in these claims are not rendered obvious by the 
combination of Eide and Task Force. Instead, Applicant only submitted that 
just because of their dependency from claims 1, 7 and 14, respectively, claims 6, 
12 and 19 are not obvious over the Eide-Task Force combination. As a result, 
the same reasoning discussed in conjunction with claims 1, 7 and 14 is deemed 
to also apply to these claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Ctffice action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the Ei^lish 
language. 

7. Qaims 1-5, 7-11, 13-18 and 20 arc rcjected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as 
being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 6,243,774 Bl to Eide et al. ("Eide"). 



Qaims 1, 7 and 14 

Eide discloses at least: 

zidb^^j^^^ (kujoebya umqm ukridfier (see at least Figure 2, items 40, 
42; Figure 5; and related discussion in the specification); 

dTtairmig the umque uk?7tifier (see at least Figure 2, items 40, 42; 
Figure 5; and related discussion in the specification); and 

using the umqw ukntifier in ayr^mctim wth a mining tabk, znherein the 
nnppi^tahk oointaim at la^t a (d 

cchtmn a^itairing t^dtteoMe addresses (f dnfwrs spedfic to md) dedoe, to obtain an addness 
of a dnwrforthe dedxB (see at least Figure 2, items 40, 44; Figure 5; and related 
discussion in the specification). 

Qaims 2, 8 and 15 

Eide further discloses that "uhereinpro^ami^tn^^ dtain the umqm 
identifier (see at least 7:58 - 8:30). 



Qaims 3, 9 and 16 
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Eide further discloses nhemn the driwr is dtaimi froma storage dedos {see at 
least 8:56 - 9:52). 

Qaims 4, 10 and 17 

Eide further discloses "uhemn the mtppmg table also oontams om or more 
odumns that mdi^ additi^^ the (^zke driwr, orthedeuxE 

andtheckdoe driwr (see at least Figure 2, item 40, i.e., resource data stmcture, and 
related discussion in the specification). 

Qaims 5, 11 and 18 

Eide further discloses "uherein the rmpping talde address is (haimdjnmthe 
derdoe (see at least 8:56 - 9:52). 

Qaims D and 20 

Eide further discloses that the umqtfe identifier is represented by ote cfa 
rnamfacturery a dedce doss, a nvdd nmherarda svimmher (see at least 8:56 - 9:52). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.G 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subjea matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9, Qaims 6, 12 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over in view of Internet Engineering Task Force ("Task Force"), 
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Simple Service Discovery Protocol/ 1,0, Operating without an Arbiter, October 
29, 1999. 

Qaims 6, 12 and 19 

Eide does not specifically disclose 'i£he)vin the rmppi^ is 
cbtmnsdhymmgaserd^B However, Task Force discloses a 

mechanism to allow HTTP clients and Http resources to discover each other in 
local area network (see at least 2.1 Problem Statement) so that any clients who 
come on-line after the service came on-line will discover the desired service by 
sending out a discovery request, thereby making the mechanism more efficient 
(see at least 2.3.1.3). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to use the Simple Service Discovery Protocol 
in combination with Eide because the feature would make Eide's concurrent 
maintenance operations more efficient. 

Conchision 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earUer communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Antony Nguyen-Ba whose telephone 
number is (703) 305-0103. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday- 
Friday from 6:15 a.m. - 3:45 p.ra 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Tuan Dam, can be reached at (703) 305-4552. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703) 305-9700. 
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